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Box AF 

Commissioner for Patents 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sin 

This is responsive to the Office Action mailed on June 2, 2003. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the remarks and analysis contained in the Office 
Action. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of this application where claims 15, 
16, 19 and 21-27 are currently pending. 

The rejections under 35 ILS.C. §103 do not establish a. prima facie case of 
obviousness because there is no motivation to go against the express teachings of JP 8- 
247221. As previously pointed out, that reference specifically and repeatedly teaches equal 
spacing between grooves. The proposed substitution of different spacing from Miranii, Jr. 
undoes the intended result of the JP reference. There is no motivation to make a combination 
where the change provides an opposite result from that provided by the primary reference. 

Additionally, even if the proposed combination could be made, the result is not the 
same as claims 22 and 25. The combination of references is void of any mention of having 
different angles along different portions of the grooves and there is absolutely nothing within 
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the teachings of the art for doing so as claimed. The Examiner's reliance on such an 
arrangement being "a matter of design choice" is based on hindsight reasoning, at best. At a 
minimum, the Examiner must withdraw the rejection of those two claims. 

Applicant has not received an initialed version of the PTO/SB/08 form submitted with 
the Information Disclosure Statement filed with the last response. Applicant wants to be sure 
that the record is complete and requests an acknowledgement that the Examiner has 
considered the submitted information. 

Applicant respectfully submits that this case is in condition for allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS, P.C. 
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